The Monarchy
for instance, and Sir Charles Dilke, were not afraid
to avow their sympathy for republicanism; and the un-
popularity of the Monarchy had gone so far that the
Prince of Wales (Edward VII) was hissed in the streets,
and ministers were gravely alarmed by the intensity of
public criticism. Since about 1878 there has been no
serious republican sentiment in Great Britain and—apart
from the brief days of the abdication crisis of 1936—
hardly any criticism at all of the institution. It has not
merely been taken for granted. Eulogy of its habits has
reached a level of intensity more comparable with the
religious ecstasy of the seventeenth century, when men
could still believe in the divine right of kings, than of the
scientific temper of the twentieth, which has seen three
great imperial houses broken, and the King of Spain
transformed into a homeless wanderer. Some of the
tributes devoted to the person of the Monarch since the
war would certaitily have been more suited to the de-
scription of a demi-god than to the actual occupants of
the throne in the* last sixty years.
What have been the causes of this change ? The explana-
tion is inevitably a complicated one. Something, no
doubt, is due to the respectability conferred upon the
Throne by the long devotion of Victoria; after the ^even-
ties the nation took pride in her as a kind of national
monument. Something, also, was added by the bonhomie
of Edward VII, and his association, especially after he
came to the throne, with some of the characteristic
pleasures of his people. I think it probable, too, that his
unaffected liking for the French was deeply appreciated
at a time whf£n his personal antagonism to the Kaiser
seeined to symbolize the growing rift between the
British and German peoples. Devotion to George V had
deeper psychological roots, Quite obviously,, especially
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